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SULPHURIC ACID IN DIARRH&OElig;A.

THOMAS WESTROPP,
Surgeon to the Birkenhead Eye and Ear

Dispensary.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;Allow me to add my testimony in favour of the dilute

sulphuric acid treatment in diarrhoea. I had for a long time
under my care a case of phlyctenular ophthalmia, accompaniec
with constant purging. I tried almost all the usual remedies
-with very little effect, including a starch enema, with tincture
of opium and catechu. The solution of the pernitrate of iron
I found useful, but not by any means as beneficial as the dilute
sulphuric acid in simple diarrh&oelig;a. The case referred to pre-
sented no other feature worth detailing. As I conceive your
journal intended for publishing additions to, not refutations of,
medical facts, I hope ere long to be able to furnish you with
some original matter.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
THOMAS WESTROPP,

Surgeon to the Birkenhead Eye and Ear
Feb. 1854. Dispensary.

THE LATE TRIAL FOR MALAPRAXIS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;My attention has only to-day been directed to the
case of Seward versus Housley, and I take the liberty of
writing to you who have so often come forward in defence of
the persecuted to express my astonishment at the monstrous
verdict brought in by the jury on the occasion.

I am altogether unknown to Mr. Housley, and therefore
have less hesitation in urging him to move at once for a new
trial, feeling q uite confident that his professional brethren will
assist him with the sinews of war, and I beg to offer my own
guinea for this object.-I am, &c.

Feb. 1854. A CONSTANT READER.

THE ROYAL MATERNITY CHARITY.

P. L. BURCHELL, M.B. Lond.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;I am very glad to find that Dr. T. L. Blundell intends

to appeal to the Committee for protection against those who,
in his opinion, have placed the matter of the Royal Maternity
Charity regarding his unprofessional conduct " before the

public in a false point of view," and who have done so by
"deliberate misrepresentations," "solely to gratify personal
spite. " For my own part, being no doubt one of those alluded
to by Dr. T. L. Blundell in his note, I am exceedingly anxious
for a full and searching inquiry into the truth or falsehood of
of the very grave charge in question. I have therefore written
to the Committee, requesting it to take the subject under its
consideration at once; and have sent a copy of Dr. Blundell’s
note (vide THE LANCET, Feb. 18th), in which he has stated
his resolution " to meet manfully and unhesitatingly the result
of the most rigid inquiry into all the circumstances involved. "

I remain, Sir, your obedient servant,
Kingsland-road, Feb. 1854. P. L. BURCHELL, M.B. Lond.

THE ROYAL FREE HOSPITAL.

ON the 17th inst. a General Meeting of the Medical Practi-
tioners of Brighton and the neighbourhood, convened by the
committee of the Brighton and Sussex Medieo-Chirurgical
Society, was held in the Board Room, at the Dispensary, " for
the purpose of taking into consideration the dismissal of Mr.
Gay from the office of surgeon to the Royal Free Hospital."

Dr. ORMEROD, President of the Society, occupied the chair,
and their were also present-Mr. Lowdell and Mr. Oldham
(Hon. Sees.), Mr. Brenchley, Dr. Wilson, Mr. J. King, Dr.
Bayes, Mr. Jas. Dixon, Mr. Jos. Dixon, Mr. Cridland, Mr.
Dade, Mr. Tatham, Mr. Winter, Dr. Holman, Mr. Smith, Dr.
Allen, Mr. Hollis, Mr. W. Verrall, Mr. G. Browne, Dr. Bran-
foot, Mr. Whately, Mr. Fuller, Dr. Carter, Dr. Dill, Mr. I en-
fold, Mr. Seabrook, Mr. Horne, and Mr. F. Martin.
The notice convening the meeting having been read by Mr.

Lowdell,
The CHAIRMAN said,-Gentlemen, this meeting has been

called on account of the dismissal of Mr. Gay. The circum- i
stances seemed to require that the deliberation and the express-
sion of feeling, if any, should come from us all, and not merely
from the members of the society. You are all, probably, ac-
quainted with the facts of the case as recorded in the journals.
My office is rather to limit your consideration to a few of those

facts, than to give yon the whole history, much of which is
irrelevant to our purpose in meeting here. Mr. Gay, in March
last, allowed his biography to appear, containing passages cer.

e tainly somewhat offensive to the hospital with which he was
e connected, and laudatory of himself. I should remark that
:1 Mr. Gay acknowledges having contributed certain information
s as to his birth and parentage to the editor of the journal ; but
8 he denies having written this article himself, and Mr. A. Ross
1 confesses to having written it. In December the committee of

the Free Hospital dismissed Mr. Gay from his post, alleging
- this biography as the grounds for their act. You are to con-
* sider how far the grounds justified the act. I cannot pretend
, to unravel the whole of what has been written on both sides;

the statements are so positive and so contradictory. Only let
me disabuse your minds of one idea. The General court of
Governors have been made to appear to have approved this
decision of the committee, but the fact is that that decision
has not been fairly laid before them. I would wish not to ex-
press my own feelings in any way to prejudice yours, but I
must ask your attention to this point also, whether the con-
duct of the committee has been such as to accredit their deci.
sion ? And lastly, I think that we owe it to ourselves to ex-
press our feelings as to that vain-glorious system of puffing
biographies out of which this occurrence has grown. (Hear,
hear.) These seem to me to be the chief points to be considered
and resolved upon. I need scarcely add a request that not-
withstanding the very personal character which this discussion
has taken elsewhere, you will separate all such feelings from
your minds, and discuss the question solely on its own merits.
(Hear.)
Mr. HOLLIS felt proud at having been selected to propose

the first resolution. He wished it to be understood most dis-
tinctly that he did not in any way give his countenance to the
practice of puffing biographies. (Hear.) They were what he
called a sort of advertising quackeries, which ought to be re-
pudiated by every honourable man in the profession. (Applause.)
He did not think the committee had anything whatever to do
with the biography of Mr. Gay; they had gone altogether be-
yond their powers in the present case. This question was not
one for their cognizance at all; but he thought that although
Mr. Gay did not write the biography there could be little
doubt that he had seen a proof impression of it, and under such
circumstances he (Mr. Hollis) thought that Mr. Gay ought to
have expunged those parts which, though reflecting honour
upon himself, indirectly reflected a censu.re upon his colleagues.
He could not, therefore, hold Mr. Gay altogether blameless.
However, that did not justify the couduct of the committee,
which he hoped would be discountenanced by the unanimous
voice of the meeting. He moved, "That in the opinion of
this meeting the dismissal of Mr. Gay from the office of surgeon
to the Royal Free Hospital, upon the grounds alleged, was un-
called for, and that, considering he had faithfully discharged
the duties of his office for seventeen years, such treatment was
both umust and unmerited." (Hear, hear.)

Dr. HOLMAN seconded.
The motion was carried nem. dis.
Dr. JENKS said he had great pleasure in proposing the reso-

lution put into his hands, because he thought it would meet
the approbation of the meeting, and because also he thought it
went at once to the root of all the evil and bad feeling which
had been engendered by the expulsion of Mr. Gay from the
Royal Free Hospital; he meant interference of the governing
bodies of hospitals and public institutions of a similar nature in
matters which did not strictly come under their jurisdiction.
(Hear.) He thought that they, as professional men, ought to
resist all persecution and undue influence to the best of their
ability, otherwise, he thought, they would lose the position
they now held as a profession, and they would have further
resistance to make hereafter. (Hear.) He really believed that
the exercise of undue power on the part of the Poor-law
Board, had led to a great deal of evil in connexion with the
profession. (Hear, hear.) That had been followed be the exer-
cise of the same sort of contemptuous conduct on the part of
the Board of Admiralty towards the naval assistant surgeons
(hear), and finally, the Government themselves had taken up
the matter, and the last Vaccination Act and Lunacy Act, had
treated the profession with the greatest possible indignity.
(Applause.) Under these circumstances he thought that they
ought strongly to express their opinion upon this matter, and
doing so he thought it would become this meeting to avoid all
personality, and restrict themselves entirely to the question so
far as it affected the interests of the medical profession. He
had no doubt there were many gentlemen present who enter-
tained strong opinions upon the subject, and they were per-
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fectly right in holding those opinions ; but in giving expression
to their sentiments they should recollect that they were acting
as a collective body. He concluded by moving, ’’ That the
dismissal of a medical officer from a public institution for
minor offences committed out of the bounds of that institution
is an arbitrary and oppressive act, and an invasion of the
liberty and independence of the profession."
Mr. TATHAM seconded. With regard to Mr. Gay, he could

but imagine that Mr. Gay had countenanced the publication of
a good deal that had been read this afternoon, in reference to
himself and the Free Hospital, and he thought it bad taste, not
to say ingratitude, for Mr. Gay to allude to the building which
was to him the stepping-stone to a successful practice, as he
had done. It would have been far better for Mr. Gay, if he
had an opportunity of doing so, to have got rid of that portion
of the article, so that it could not be said that he pointed the
finger of derision at his alma mater. (Hear.) With regard to
the acts of the Committee of the Royal Free Hospital, it seemed
to him that they had exercised a vast deal of power which no
committee ought to have taken upon themselves to exercise.
The expulsion of a professional man from an institution like the
Free Hospital, because he had asserted something which could
not be termed an offence within their cognizance, though, in the
resolution just read, it was called a minor offence, was certainly
a very arbitrary exercise of undue power on the part of the
committee. He (Mr. Tatham) thought that out of this oc-

currence, bad as it was, great good would arise, inasmuch as s
it had had the effect of drawing together the members of the
profession in various towns, and they had determined upon
setting their faces against anything so scandalously arbitrary.
And it would lead to another good. The day was not far
distant when all the medical men who now extend their pro-
fessional assistance to such institutions as these, would receive
some remuneration. (Hear.) It was often said, that that
which could be had for nothing was scarcely appreciated, and
really the present case seemed to indicate the truth of the saying.
Mr. HORNE said, he was of opinion, that in the biography

of Mr. Gay, the Free Hospital had been slandered for the ex-
press purpose of heaping praise upon Mr. Gay. If he (Mr. IHorne) had been one of the governors, he was sure he should
have felt very much annoyed. And it must be remembered,
that Mr. Gay did not go to the hospital for the mere pleasure
of serving that institution, but in order that he might serve
his own private ends, and under those circumstances, Mr.
Gay ought to be highly ashamed of the biography of himself
which had been published, and he ought to take the conse-
quences. He (Mr. Horne) did not see how the committee
could have acted honestly and justly to the body of subscri-
bers, if they had allowed the institution to have been put
down so completely, while every credit was placed upon the
shoulders of one individual.
Mr. DADE observed that, upon reading a report of the

meeting which took place in the Hanover-square Rooms, he
was of opinion that Mr. Gay completely exonerated himself
from any participation in what he (the speaker) must call the
excessive bad taste of the biography. Mr. Gay has stated
that he simply gave to the writer of that article a statement
as to his birth and education. It appeared to him that Mr.
Gay had been the scapegoat or victim to a species of intrigue
which had been going on at the Royal Free Hospital, which
was not at all calculated to advance the liberty of the profes-
sion. (Hear, hear.) He (Mr. Dade) quite agreed with those
gentlemen who had expressed their disapprobation of that dis-
gusting system of puffing by means of biographical notices,
and he hoped that this meeting would send forth its veto

against that system. With regard to the comparison of the
Royal Free Hospital with a house of correction, he did think
that was in excessive bad taste. (Hear.) He would ask any
gentleman present if he would not feel disgusted to see his
own biography forming a part and parcel of the system of

puffing which was so unprofessional and objectionable?
He did not agree with Mr. Horne in the opinion that
the committee had acted with justice towards Mr. Gay.
(Hear.) He did not believe that Mr. Gay had seen the proof-
sheets of the article before it appeared; but even if he had,
he did not think that any coin.mittee had a right to exercise
that species of despotism over the medical profession which
the Emperor of Russia was trying to exercise over Europe.
(Hear, and a laugh.) He trusted, however, that there was a
sufficient degree of independence and spirit in the profession,
excited by this occurrence and the circumstance alluded to by
Dr. Jenks, to cause them to unite and form one body, for
the purpose of protecting themselves against the exercise of
arbitrary and undue power. (Hear.)

The motion was put, and carried unanimously.
Mr. W. VERRALL then moved, "That this meeting joins in

condemning the system of publishing the biographies of living
medical men, expressing their regret that some of the highest
members of the profession should have lent their countenance
to such a proceeding." 
Mr. SEABROOK seconded. He perfectly agreed with those

gentlemen who had spoken before upon the bad system of aa-
vertising and puffing by means of biographies. Why, Mr.
Gay’s biography stated that he lived at 10, Finsbury-place.
(Laughter. )
The motion was unanimously carried.
Mr. OLDHAM observed that the members of the medical pro-

fession had to defend themselves against bodies combining
against them, for they knew that men upon committees would
collectively do what as individuals they would be ashamed of.
He hoped the meeting would be careful not to attach undue
blame to particular journals. They had heard a good deal said
against THE LANCET, but although he was not here to defend
THE LANCET he trusted that gentlemen would not step out of
the immediate question to discuss the part taken by that
journal in reference to this matter. He had now to move that
the foregoing resolutions be forwarded to the medical journals
for insertion, and he felt sure that they would be inserted in
THE LANCET.

Dr. WILSON seconded. He was of opinion that biographies
of living medical men were calculated to cast a slur upon the
profession; but with regard to Mr. Gay he did not believe
he ever saw the article alluded to until published.
The motion was put and carried, and after a vote of

thanks had been passed to the Chairman the meeting sepa-
rated.

MR. HOUSLEY’S CASE.
ALLEGED MALAPRAXIS.&mdash;MEETING OF THE PROFESSION.

On Thursday afternoon, a numerously and influentially
attended meeting of the profession took place at the Free-
masons’ Tavern, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Mr. Propert in the chair,
to take into consideration the case of Mr. Housley, who was
amerced in heavy damages for alleged malapraxis in the case of
an infant, whose leg had to be amputated, and to adopt such
measures therein as might be deemed necessary. Several
gentlemen addressed the meeting.

Mr. ERICHSEN entered fully into the case, and lamented.
that he was not allowed to state his opinions fully and fairly
to the jury. He acquitted Mr. Housley of all blame in every
way in the case. He spoke with much feeling of the painful
position in which he was placed.
Proposed by Mr. ERICHSEN, and seconded by Dr. WILLIS,&mdash;

’’ That in the opinion of this Meeting the treatment adopted
by Mr. Housley was in strict accordance with the principles of
modern surgery, and that he was guilty of no culpable negli-
gence in his treatment of the case."

Moved by Mr. BOWLING, and seconded by Mr. Ancell,- " That a fund be raised which shall be placed in the hands of
a Treasurer in trust ; that he use it for purposes which be pre-
scribed by a committee."

Proposed by Mr. J. F. CLARKE, and seconded by Dr. GIBB,
&mdash;"That Mr. Propert be Treasurer, and that Messrs. Ancell,
Richardson, Kesteven, Dr. Gray, Mr. Bowling, and Mr.
Erichsen, form a Committee to represent this Meeting."

Proposed by Dr. CORMACK, and seconded by Mr. KESTEVEN,
-" That the case of Mr. Housley exhibits strikingly the faulty
mode in which medical evidence is dealt with in courts of
justice; and that it indicates the necessity for the establish-
ment by the Legislature of medico-legal tribunals, before which
all such cases might be tried."
Proposed by Dr. ROGERS, and seconded by JABEZ HOGG,

Esq.,-" That reports of this meeting be sent to the Times,
Daily News, and the medical journals; and that the Com-
mittee be empowered to advertise these resolutions in such
a manner as shall give due publicity to these proceedings."
A resolution was passed which would secure the subscrip-

tions for the objects contemplated.
After a vote of thanks had been passed to the Chairman,

a subscription was entered into, and a considerable sum
was raised, including ten guineas from Mr. Arnott, five
guineas from Dr. Gray, five guineas from Mr. Bowling, &c.

RAVAGES or CHOLERA IN THE WEST INDIES.&mdash;At St.
Thomas’s, cholera continues to prevail to a large extent, espe-
cially amongst the negroes, 300 of whom died in less than ten days.


